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the Jungs, * .* * . Dilks Emulsion contains a great amount of fat, * * *
Milks }mnulslon W 1]1 start the accumulation of pus from the cavities * * *
in ten to.twenty-four hours. * * * the stomach and bowels put in a good
healthy. condition, thus enabling the pati'ont to. digest and assimilate his food,
thereby building up the blood and tissue % * * combat the weakening effect
of tuberculosis. - % * *7

Analysis of a sample ot the ar ticle by thc Bureau of Chel’nlbth of this depalt-
ment showed that it consisted essentially of petrolatum, with small amounts of
glycerin, sirup, and essential oils. .

Misbranding of the article was alleged in sub:tance in the 11bel for the reason
that the statement in the labeling thereof, * Milks Emulsion contains a great
amount of fat,” was false and misleading since said drugs contained no fat.
Misbranding was alleged in substance for the further reason that-the thera-
peutic effects claimed for said .drugs on the cartons and in the booklet afore-
said were false and fraudulent, since the article contained no ingredient or
combination of ingredients capdble of producing the effects claimed.

On‘December-10,-1919, ‘the Milks Emulsion Co., Terre Haute, Ind., claimant,
having ¢onsented to a decree, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was
entered, and it was ordered by the court that the product be released to said
claimant upou payment of the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a
bond in the sum of $500, in conformity with section 1¢ of the act, conditioned
1n palt that the product be relabeled under the supervision of this- department

: . D. BaLr, Actmg Secr etary of AJ1 iculture,

8471, Adulteration of oysters. U, 8. * * * v, Benjamin J. Rooks (Ben~
: jamin J. Rooks & Son). Plea of nolo ¢ontendeve, Fine, $30. (I &
D. No. 11999. I. 8. Nos. 12810-r, 12811-1.)

At the May, 1920, term of court, within and for.the District of Rlode
Island, the United States attorney for said district, acting upon a report by the
Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court aforesaid an information
against Benjamin J. Rooks, trading as Benjamin J. Rooks & Son, Providence,
R. 1., alleging shipment by said defendant, in violation of the Food and Drugs
Act, on or about March 13 and 14, 1918, from the State of Rhode Island into the
State of Massachusetts, of quantities of oysters which were adulterated.

Analyses. of samples of the articles by the Bureau of Chemistry of this de-
partment showed that.the oysters had been soaked with water.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the information for the reason that
a substance, to wit, water, had been mixed and packed therewith so as to lower,
reduce, and injuriously affect its quality and strength, and had been substituted
in. part for oysters, which thie article purported to be.

On June 18, 1920, the defendant entered a plea of nolo contendere to the in-
formation, and the court imposed a fine of $3

E. D. Barx, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

8472, Misbranding of cottonseed meal., U. S. * * * v. Valley Cotton 0il
' Co., a Corporatien. Plea of guilty. Fine, $50 and costs. (I, & D.
No. 12002. 1. 8. No. 7090-r.)

On April 20, 1920, the United States attorney for the Western District of
Tennessee, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district an information against the
Valley Cotton Oil Co., a corporation, Memphis, Tenn., alleging shipment by said
company, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, on or about November 26,
1918, from the State of Tennessee into the State of Illinois, of a quantity of cot-
tonseed meal which was misbranded.



N. J. 8451-8500] SERVICE AND REGULATORY ANNOUNCEMENTS. 311

Analysis. of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Clhemistry of this de-
p:utment showed tliat it contained 36.4 per cent of protein.

“Misbranding of ‘the article was alleged in the information for the reason
that the statéement, to wit, Prot‘ein 38.6 per ct.,” borne on the tags attached
to the sacks containing the article, regarding the article and the ingredients and
substances contained therein, was f(,ll.se and misleading in that it represented
that the article contained not Jess than 38.6 per cent of protein, and for the
further reason that the article was labeled as aforesaid so as’ to deceive and
mislead the purchaser into the pelief that it contained not léss than 38.6 per
cent of protein, whereas, in truth and in fact, the article contaived less than
38.6 per cent of protein. ’ o

On June 35, 1920, a plea of guilty to the information was entered on behalf
01 the doicndqnt company, and the court imposed a fine of $50 and costs.

I8, D, Barr, Aoth Seczetai_/ of Agriculture.

8473. Misbranding of National Hog Remedy. U. S. * * * vy, 3 Sacks of
National Hog Remedy. Default deeree of condemmnation, forfei-
tare, and destruction. (I & D. No, 12063. I. 8. No. 8381-r. 8., No.
C-1672.) _

On January 3, 1920, the United States attorney for the Southern District of
Ohio, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and con-
demmnaétion of 3 sacks, 100 pounds eacl, of National hog remedy, at St. Martin,
Ohio, consigned by the National Live Stock Remedy Co., from Gresham, IlL.,
July 12, 1919, alleging.that the article had been transported from the State of
Tlinois into the State of Ohio, and charging misbranding in violption of the
FFood gmd Drugs Act, as amended. The article was labeled in part, (directions

in sack) “* * * National Hog Remedy * * * Swine Plague * * * can
be prevented by the use of National Hog Remedy * * *7 7on gack, “* * =*

‘National Hog Powders made only by National Live Stoclk Lemed3 Co., Chicago,
B L

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this deparnt-
ment showed that it consisted essentially of sodium sulphate, ferrous sulphate,
~charcoal, sulphur, and sand. '

Misbranding of the article was alleged in substance in the libel for the
reason that its package and label bore and contained statements, regarding the
curative or therapeutic effect of the article, which were false and fraudulent
in that it contained no ingredients or combination of ingredients capable of
producing the effects claimed in and upon the direction sheets, labels, and
gacks, as hereinbefore set forth, and in that the article was insuflicient of itself
for the successful treatment and cure of the ailments and diseases for which it
was prescribed and recommended,

On. June 30, 1920, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment of
condemnation and forfeiture wags entered, and it was ordered by the court that
the product be destroyed by the Unned States marshal.

L. D. BALL, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

474, Adulteration and misbranding of vanilla and vanillin. U. S; *ook ok
v. 140 Bottles of Mothers Brand Vanilla and Vanillin, Default
decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D. No.
12669, 1. S. No 9634-1. 8. No C-1683.)

On January 14, 1920, the United States attorney for the Southern District of

Ohio, acting upon a report by the Secrefary of Agriculture, filed in the District

Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and con-



